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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Promote Policy   
and Program Coordination and Integration in 
Electric Utility Resource Planning.

Rulemaking 04-04-003 
  (Filed April 1, 2004) 

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Promote 
Consistency in Methodology and Input 
Assumptions in Commission Applications of 
Short-run and Long-run Avoided Costs, 
Including Pricing for Qualifying Facilities. 

Rulemaking 04-04-025 
       (Filed April 22, 2004) 

OPENING COMMENTS OF PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (U 39 E) 
ON ALTERNATE PROPOSED DECISION OF COMMISSIONER GRUENEICH 

Pursuant to Rule 14.3 of this Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, Pacific Gas 

and Electric Company (PG&E) submits these comments on the alternate proposed decision 

(APD) dated August 20, 2007.  PG&E’s proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are 

attached as Appendix A.

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY OF COMMENTS.  

The APD is a giant step backward from the progress the proposed decision (PD) issued 

on April 24 would have made toward market pricing for Qualifying Facilities (QFs) and would 

raise short-run avoided costs (SRAC) to PG&E’s customers by about $50 million annually 

compared to the revised PD. 1/    Rather than motivating QFs and cogeneration resources to 

become more efficient, the APD would unjustifiably continue to give substantial above-market 

subsidies to the mature QF community.  

The revisions the APD would make to the revised PD’s Market Index Formula (MIF) 

increase the energy price from $59.6 per MWh to $65.1 per MWh, in addition to the capacity 

1/ The PD Administrative Law Judge Halligan issued on April 24, 2007 was revised on July 20, 2007. 
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payments QFs receive. 2/  By using a hybrid of a market-based heat rate and an administratively 

determined heat rate, the APD increases energy prices far above the market prices that today 

represent the utilities’ avoided costs.3/  Thus the APD’s formula represents a significant 

departure from the revised PD’s “market index.” 

By way of comparison, the APD yields an energy price that is more than $1.50 MWh 

higher than the energy formula in the settlement the Commission approved just last year 

affecting more than 120 QF contracts representing “almost 52.04% of generation deliveries from 

all QFs currently under contract with PG&E.”4/  If the Commission were to adopt the APD, it 

would reward the non-settling parties and punish those QFs who settled.  Such a result could 

irreparably undermine the Commission’s historical approach of promoting settlements and its 

efforts to encourage parties to engage in alternative dispute resolution processes like the one that 

ultimately produced the IEP Settlement. 

The APD would also adopt another standard contract for new QFs sized under 25 MW 

“without an oversubscription limitation.”5/  Such an open-ended obligation could result in 

another QF “gold rush” like the one that, as the APD ironically notes, forced the Commission “to 

suspend all of its fixed forecast standard offers due to oversubscription.”6/  Another standard 

offer contract also undermines the IEP Settlement in which the settling QFs agreed to waive their 

right to demand contracts like those the APD proposes pursuant to the Public Utility Regulatory 

Policies Act (PURPA) following the expiration of their existing contract.7/

2/ The revised PD’s MIF yields a price of $59.6 per MWh.   

3/ APD p. 63. 

4/ D.06-07-032 mimeo pp. 4-5.  The decision approved a settlement between the Independent Energy 
Producers Association (IEP) and PG&E.  The IEP Settlement’s formula yields an energy price of $64.7 per 
MWh compared to the APD’s $65.1 per MWh using the correct AHR.  

5/ APD p. 2. 

6/ APD p. 16. 

7/ D.06-07-032 mimeo p. 7. 
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The already high proposed capacity prices for new long-term commitments or contract 

renewals, combined with the well-above market heat rates for energy, creates additional stranded 

costs exposure for bundled customers.   

As discussed below, PG&E strongly urges the Commission to reject the APD and adopt 

the revised PD.  If the Commission is considering the APD, it should change the energy formula 

in the manner described in section IV, and should eliminate the additional standard contract for 

QFs sized under 25MW.   

II. THE APD’S MIF IS FLAWED IN SEVERAL SIGNIFICANT WAYS. 

The APD would calculate the heat rate in the MIF “by taking an average between an 

NP15/SP15-derived value as generally proposed by SCE, and the existing administratively 

determined heat rate pursuant to D.96-12-028.”8/  The MIF would assign a 50 percent weighting 

to a Market Heat Rate (MHR) and the same weighting to the Administrative Heat Rate (AHR).9/

This approach is problematic in several respects. 

The APD would derive the AHR using a formula that is now more than 10 years old.

Decision 96-12-028 employed a “[s]tarting energy price, based on 12-month averages of recent, 

pre-January 1, 1996 SRAC energy prices….”10/  PG&E’s AHR is higher than the other two 

utilities.  Using such out-dated data and giving it a weighting of 50 percent cannot result in an 

energy price that reflects the utilities’ current SRAC, and institutionalizes a higher SRAC for 

PG&E.

Employing an AHR that relies in part on “pre-January 1, 1996 SRAC prices” fails to 

recognize the substantial changes that have occurred since then with respect to PG&E’s 

alternative sources of supply.  During the “pre-January 1, 1996” period, PG&E had not yet 

divested itself of its gas-fired power plants.  Today, long after the divestiture, PG&E relies on the 

NP-15 market for its incremental energy needs.  As the Commission has recognized, “When a 

8/ APD p. 66. 

9/ APD pp. 66-67.  

10/ D.96-12-028; 69 CPUC 2d 546, 557, Attachment 2. 
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utility changes the source of energy it would otherwise reply upon, it is appropriate that it change 

the basis on which it calculates avoided costs.”11/  The APD’s reliance on an outdated AHR 

formula and giving it a weighting equal to the MHR fails to recognize the changes in PG&E’s 

supply alternatives; therefore, the APD’s formula does not reflect current SRAC. 

In Decision 96-12-028 the Commission said “We are very interested in moving from an 

administratively determined avoided cost price towards one based on market pricing.”12/  The 

APD’s 50/50 weighting of the MHR and AHR significantly retards the Commission’s stated goal 

of moving toward market-based pricing for QFs. 

The APD’s AHR is 9,794 Btu for PG&E.13/  This is far in excess of the IEP Settlement 

heat rate of 8,700 Btu.14/  In approving the IEP Settlement, the Commission stated “This 

Decision does not prejudice the Commission’s ability to make findings in subsequent Decisions 

that differ from those in this Decision adopting the Settlement Agreement.”15/  The Commission, 

however, cannot ignore the fact that, at least for the more than 120 QF contracts subject to the 

IEP Settlement, a heat rate far lower than the APD’s heat rate was deemed a reasonable 

component in the derivation of avoided costs. 

The 50/50 weighting of the MHR and AHR in the APD not only increases PG&E’s 

energy costs beyond its true avoided costs, it creates disincentives for QFs to be as efficient as 

possible, to reinvest the above-market payments they have been receiving for two decades in 

11/ D.96-02-070; 65 CPUC 2d 31, 32. 

12/ D.96-12-028; 69 CPUC2d at p. 552. 

13/ APD p. 67.  The AHR stated in the APD is incorrect.  It should be 9,464 Btu/kWh, not 9,794 Btu/kWh.  
During the pre-1996 period used to determine the Transition Formula adopted in Decision 96-12-028, 
PG&E’s incremental energy rates (IER) averaged 10,171.5 Btu/kWh for the six-month winter pricing 
formula and 8,756.5 for the six-month summer season pricing formula. Thus, the annual average IER 
adopted in the D.96-12-028 formula was 9,464.Btu/kWh. PG&E’s adopted formula relied on pre-1996 IER 
values from 1994 and 1995, which the Commission adopted in Decisions 93-12-044 and 94-12-047, 
respectively.

14/ D.06-07-032, mimeo p. 5. 

15/ Id, mimeo p. 2; and see mimeo p. 17, Conclusion of Law No. 3. 



5

newer, more efficient technologies, and to fully capture the market value of steam in their 

cogeneration processes. As the Commission stated in Decision 01-03-067: 

Setting rates above the utility’s avoided cost has at least two 
harmful effects.  First, such rates may cause a rise in retail rate, 
which would constitute a ratepayer subsidy to QFs.  Such subsidies 
of QFs are prohibited under PURPA.  (Citation omitted.)  Second, 
less efficient QFs attracted by high rates may displace more 
efficient non-QF sources, an effect also at odds with PURPA.16/

 Finally, the APD’s ostensible reason for incorporating an administratively determined 

heat rate into its MIF is its conclusion that “using NP15/SP15 prices alone would likely result in 

SRAC prices that understate utility avoided costs, as they do not include the full range of 

generation resources in the electricity industry today and do not include out of market 

transactions.”17/  To remedy these perceived deficiencies, the APD relies on an AHR weighted at 

50 percent and ignores the fact that QFs also receive substantial capacity payments with far 

fewer performance requirements than resource adequacy products.  The APD admits, however, 

that the NP15 market is PG&E’s supply source for incremental energy: 

Regardless of the resource stack, the utility’s avoided cost for a 
given hour becomes the market price.  The market price that 
PG&E uses to determine what resources are dispatched in northern 
California is the NP15 price.  If the dispatch decision is made day-
ahead, then the price is the day-ahead NP15 price.  If the dispatch 
decision is made hour-ahead, then the price is the hour-ahead 
NP15 price.18/

 The QFs’ claims that the NP15 market may not include the full range of 

generation sources or out of market transactions or that it is thinly traded or that PG&E may buy 

a relatively small increment of supplies from that market are irrelevant under PURPA.  PG&E 

secures its incremental supplies from the NP15 market, therefore the cost of those supplies 

represent PG&E’s avoided cost.  

16/ D.01-03-067, mimeo p. 23, fnt 15; emphasis added. 

17/ APD p. 63. 

18/ APD p. 55. 
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III. THE APD UNDERMINES THE COMMISSION’S COMMITMENT TO 
SETTLEMENTS AND ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION. 

As the Commission has long recognized, “There is a strong public policy favoring the 

settlement of disputes to avoid costly and protracted litigation.”19/  The Commission’s 

commitment to settlement is evidenced by its endorsement of Alternative Dispute Resolution 

approaches and the adoption of processes “to encourage its more frequent and systematic 

application in formal proceedings….”20/

In this case, “the Commission encouraged all the parties to the QF proceedings to explore 

settlement possibilities.”21/  Given this strong encouragement from the Commission and despite 

“factors that have fueled the long and vitriolic dispute between all the utilities and all the QFs in 

general, and between PG&E and IEP specifically…,” PG&E and IEP were able to reach the 

settlement approved in Decision 06-07-032.22/

The QFs the APD would affect are those who did not settle and chose instead to continue 

the litigation.  If adopted, the APD would punish the settling parties as the comparison table 

below shows.23/

 Energy Price All-in Price 
IEP Settlement $64.7 MWh $68.6 MWh 

APD (heat rate corrected) $65.1 MWh $69.0 MWh 

19/ D.88-12-083; 30 CPUC2d 189, 221-222. 

20/ Resolution ALJ-185, dated August 25, 2005, p. 1. 

21/ D.06-07-032, mimeo p. 3. 

22/ D.06-07-032, mimeo p. 9. 

23/ The calculation of the energy prices for the IEP Settlement is straightforward.  On a monthly basis, the 
specified heat rate and variable O&M costs, as well as historical bidweek and forward gas prices were used 
to calculate the energy price.  The all-in price reflects this same energy price plus a monthly capacity 
payment derived from the APD’s value allocated by season.  The monthly values for the energy and all-in 
prices were then averaged to get the reported annual average.  

The calculation of the energy prices for the APD is based on the formula described in the decision.  The 
input energy prices (electricity and gas) were based on the appropriate historical and forward prices for 
electricity and gas.  The correct value of the PG&E historic heat rate, 9,464 Btu/kWh, was also used.  The 
O&M costs used were specified in the decision.  For the all-in costs, the capacity value specified in the 
decision was translated into monthly values using current capacity allocation factors.  The monthly values 
were then averaged resulting in the annual value reported. 
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In a letter to the Commissioners dated September 5, 2007, IEP claims that comparing the 

prices in the IEP Settlement with prices in the APD is an “apples to oranges” comparison.  This 

is not so. 

The IEP Settlement resolved all the issues addressed in this proceeding, just as the APD 

would do.  It is true that the IEP Settlement resolved two discrete claims from Rulemaking 99-

11-022 that PG&E had against the QFs, but IEP has consistently argued that the claims are 

without merit.24/  IEP now appears to admit that the claims are valid and have value.  This value 

is offset, however, by the fact that in the IEP Settlement, the settling QFs waived their right to 

demand contracts like the standard contracts the APD would give the non-settling QFs. 

Moreover, the APD itself recognizes that a comparison of its proposed pricing with the 

IEP Settlement is a valid comparison, and makes just such a comparison in Table 7.25/

Adoption of the APD would deal a serious blow to the Commission’s efforts to 

encourage settlement generally, and a mortal blow to future efforts to settle any QF-related 

issues at all, to say nothing of the contentious issues like those in this proceeding.   

IV. THE COMMISSION MUST ALTER THE APD’s MARKET INDEX FORMULA. 

For all the reasons discussed above, the Commission should reject the APD’s proposed 

50/50 weighting of the MHR and AHR.  It is possible, however, to remedy the APD’s 

shortcomings as PG&E discusses below.   

First, to provide for a consistent view of the forward prices, PG&E urges the Commission 

to use the average of two months of price quotes for the delivery month as the basis for the 

calculation of the MHR rather than a 24-month average.  For example, the forward prices quoted 

on each trading day in June and July for delivery in August would be used to calculate the MHR 

for August. There is no publication that provides the 24 individual months of forward prices that 

24/ The Commission discusses these claims and their background in Decision 07-08-008, mimeo pp. 2-8. 

25/ APD p. 98. 
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the APD would require.  Two months of forward prices for the third month, however, will reflect 

most closely what the market views as prices for the upcoming third month. 

The APD claims that utilities may be able to affect the market price.26/ The utilities are 

required to conduct least-cost dispatch and meet the California Independent System Operator’s 

tariff Amendment 72.  Therefore, the suspicion that utilities can affect the market to manipulate 

QF pricing is baseless.  The use of two months of price quotes rather than 24 reduces the 

potential for any party, whether the utilities or the QFs, to affect the market because there are 

many more trades in the two month period than in the latter months of a 24 month period when 

only a few trades may influence the price.  

Second, weighting the MHR equally with an AHR does not reflect the utilities’ avoided 

costs because those costs should reflect the actual prices at time of delivery.  If the Commission 

adopts a hybrid of MHR and AHR, PG&E proposes that a weighting of 10 percent for historic 

values, and a weighting of 90 percent for forward prices in the formula to result in a price that is 

closer to market than the proposal in the APD. This weighting would better reflect the avoided 

costs at the time of delivery and the reality of PG&E’s current procurement practices than the 

APD’s heavy reliance on non-relevant historic prices.  Under this approach, PG&E customers 

will save $105 million over the current SRAC pricing mechanism in 2008, instead of only $65 

million in 2008 under the APD’s 50-50 approach.   

Finally, both the revised PD and the APD use forward prices in the derivation of the 

MHR rather than historical prices as the original PD used.  Thus there appears to be a consensus 

that forward prices are more reflective of current SRAC than historical prices are.  The APD 

should reflect this by weighting the AHR by, at most, 10 percent.

V. THE PROPOSED LONG-TERM CONTRACT VIOLATES PURPA. 

The APD, like the revised PD, requires the utilities to sign new five to ten-year firm 

contract at above-market prices.  The APD, without explanation, increases the heat rate of the 

26/ APD p. 62. 
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energy portion of the contract payment from that in the revised PD, resulting in an approximate 

all-in price of $.083/kWh, a price which the APD indicates is higher than any of the QF 

proposals.27/  There is no evidentiary support cited for the all-in price, which is more than 10% 

higher than the all-in price in the IEP Settlement.  The firm contract price does not reflect market 

prices, but merely estimates the capacity cost of a Combined Cycle Gas Turbine (CCGT) and 

adds in a high SRAC energy payment, which, as discussed above, also does not reflect market 

prices.  This does not provide the incentives for these resources to be as efficient as possible nor 

does it pass on the full efficiency value of cogeneration technology to consumers.   In fact, it 

rewards inefficiencies and passes the cogeneration benefits from consumers to project owners.   

The proposed contract price does not reflect the market prices of the variety of alternative 

power supplies available to sell to the utilities.  As one of the QF representatives testified, there 

are many other types of resources selling into the market: 

Q: [I]s it your understanding that the market price referent 
used in the RPS proceeding is a market price? 

A: I know that it is used as a threshold price that is computed 
on the basis of modern combined-cycle power plants.  I don’t 
think it necessarily represents market because the California 
market is made up of far more resources than modern combined-
cycle gas-fired facilities.28/

To comply with PURPA, avoided costs must be based on actual market prices rather than 

speculation about the costs of one particular type of facility. The Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC) has consistently ordered the Commission to consider the prices of all

products available to the utility to establish the utility’s avoided costs: 

PURPA literally means that in calculating avoided cost rates for 
QF power, state authorities must determine the cost the utility 
avoids by considering the cost of all alternative sources of power 
available to the utility, not just the cost of a select group of 
resources.29/

27/ APD, Table 7, p. 99. 

28/ Tr. Vol. 25; 3765:19-26, RC/Tomeo; emphasis added.  It would be mere speculation to assume a 
replacement facility is a CCGT as it is only one of the many types of facilities available to sell power to the 
IOUs. Tr. Vol. 30; 4332:27-28, 4338 CAC/EPUC/ Shoenbeck. 

29/ Southern California Edison Co. (1995) 71 FERC ¶ 61,269, p. 62,080, emphasis added; see also Public 
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The only reasonable means to establish a long-term price for QFs that reflects all 

available sources and prices is to require the QFs to bid into the utilities’ Request for Offers 

(RFOs) and obtain the price they bid if it is lower than alternative suppliers.  As the FERC 

acknowledged almost 20 years ago: 

Avoided cost need not be an administratively determined number, 
argued over by experts.  Instead, avoided cost could be derived 
simply and directly from the prices offered by competing suppliers 
in [a] bidding process.30/

The FERC has also explained that a utility has “no obligation under PURPA to purchase 

power offered at a higher price than the lowest bid” in a competitive solicitation.31/  “No 

preference for QF power justifies payment above levels arrived at by all source bidding, as such 

above-market prices would violate PURPA’s standard of ratepayer indifference.”32/  Competitive 

bidding will result in the lowest cost resources, accurately reflect the utilities’ avoided costs, and 

provide efficient and cost-effective QFs the firm capacity contracts they seek.  The Commission 

should not order the utilities to sign the new firm capacity contract as priced in the APD. 

VI. THE NEW AS-DELIVERED CONTRACT VIOLATES PURPA. 

The APD errs in including a new “longer term” as-delivered contract option which it 

would require the utilities to execute even if they do not need the power. 33/  The new contract 

option, like the long-term contract option, is not based on actual market prices and therefore does 

not reflect actual avoided costs.  The new contract option is also unlawful because it: (1) requires 

the utilities to sign an unlimited number of agreements without any consideration of the utilities’ 

Service Company of New Hampshire (1998) 83 FERC ¶ 61,224 (“[O]ur precedent makes clear that a state 
must take into account all potential sources of capacity in determining avoided costs....”); North Little Rock 
Cogeneration, L.P. and Power Systems Ltd. (1995) 72 FERC ¶ 61,263 (“Avoided costs are determined... by 
all alternatives available to the purchasing utility.  Those alternatives, as we have explained in a number of 
recent orders, include all supply alternatives.”); Southern California Edison Co. (1995) 70 FERC ¶ 61,215 
at 61,677 (same).) 

30/ Regulations Governing Bidding Programs (1988) 53 F.R. 9324, FERC Stat. & Reg., ¶ 32,455 p. 32,025, 
footnote omitted. 

31/ North Little Rock Cogeneration, L.P. and Power Systems Ltd. (1995) 72 FERC ¶ 61,263. 

32/ D.96-10-036, 68 CPUC 2d at 453. 

33/ The APD does not specify the term of this contract. 
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resource needs; and (2) requires the utilities to purchase from power production facilities that do 

not meet federal standards for certification as a cogeneration QFs.

A. The APD’s Failure To Limit The Availability Of The Third Contract Option 
To The Utilities’ Needs Is Poor Resource Planning And Violates PURPA. 

The Commission cannot require the utilities to enter into a standard offer contract without 

limiting the availability of the contract to the utilities’ resource needs.  The Commission has 

acknowledged that it was imprudent to make the original standard offer contracts available 

without limiting them to actual utility needs because the utilities ended up with much more 

power than needed to meet their net-open positions, costing the utility customers billions of 

dollars in overpayments.34/  The Commission later noted that its “considerable experience with 

QFs proves quite conclusively that efforts to address the quantity of QF subscription to a 

standardized offer without addressing the associated contract price [were] misguided and 

damaging.”35/  The Commission should not repeat the errors of the 1980s by requiring another 

standard offer contracts for unlimited quantities. 

The APD’s new contract option is not only imprudent, it violates federal law.  In City of 

Ketchikan, a QF sought “payment for capacity from [its] proposed project, regardless of whether 

[its] capacity is needed.”36/  The FERC denied the request as “not required by PURPA or our 

regulations.”37/   The FERC concluded:  “We make this finding because, as we have stated 

previously, there is no obligation under PURPA for a utility to pay for capacity that would 

displace its existing capacity arrangements.”38/  “[W]hile utilities may have an obligation under 

34/ D.98-09-040; 82 CPUC 2d 87, 92. 

35/ D.96-10-036; 68 CPUC 2d at 442. 

36/ City of Ketchikan, Alaska, et al. (“Ketchikan”) (2001) 94 FERC ¶ 61,293, reh’g denied, 95 FERC ¶ 61,194 
(2001), 94 FERC at 62,062. 

37/ Id.

38/ 94 FERC at 62,061, footnote omitted, emphasis added, citing Connecticut Light and Power Company
(1995) 70 FERC ¶ 61,012, reconsideration denied, 71 FERC ¶ 61,035 (1995), appeal dismissed, Niagara 
Mohawk Power Corporation v. FERC (D.C. Cir. 1997) 117 F.3d 1485 (“CP&L”). 
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PURPA to purchase from a QF, that obligation does not require a utility to pay for capacity that 

it does not need.”39/  PURPA does not require the utilities to purchase unneeded QF power.40/

A Standard Offer PPA available to all QFs could immediately result in oversubscription 

problems. The utilities do not purchase all QF power in the state and there is no record evidence 

of the amount of existing QF power that is not currently under contract with the utilities or the 

amount that might be constructed under the contract terms the APD proposes.  If the APD is 

adopted, the utilities would be forced to file a complaint at the FERC to avoid oversubscription.

The Commission should not adopt the APD’s plainly unlawful requirement that the utilities 

execute a new QF contracts without regard for the utilities’ need for such resources.

B. The Third Contract Option Unlawfully Requires The Utilities To Sign 
Contracts With Cogenerators That Are Not Certified As QFs. 

The APD’s new QF contract option is inconsistent with the federal requirements a new 

cogeneration facility must meet to be certified as a QF and therefore exceeds the Commission’s 

limited jurisdiction under PURPA.41/  The FERC’s new cogeneration regulations require new or 

recertified QFs to prove their output is “fundamentally” for industrial, commercial, or 

institutional purposes, not for power sales to an electric utility.42/  The FERC’s regulations 

include a “safe harbor” under which QFs may demonstrate that at least 50% of the aggregated 

annual energy output of the facility will be used for industrial commercial, institutional or 

residential purposes, and not sold to a utility.43/  The APD, by contrast, would make QF contracts 

available to facilities sized 25 MW or smaller that use only 25 percent of their power 

internally.44/  It is unclear why the APD would propose to establish this conflict with the FERC’s 

39/ 94 FERC at 62,062, citing CP&L.

40/ FERC Docket No. RM06-10-006, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, Regulations Applicable to Small Power 
Production and Cogeneration Facilities, 71 FR 4532 p. 4533. 

41/ FERC has exclusive authority to determine QF status.  Southern California Edison Company v. Public 
Utilities Commission, 101 Cal.App.4th 384 (2002); Independent Energy Producers Ass’n Inc. v. CPUC (9th

Cir. 1994) 36 F.3d 848, 856. 

42/ 18 C.F.R. § 292.205(d)(2). 

43/ 18 C.F.R . § 292.205(d)(3). 

44/ APD, p. 121. 
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regulations.  The Commission’s ratemaking jurisdiction under PURPA does not extend to 

contracts with non-QF generators. 

VII. CONCLUSION. 

The MIF in the revised PD is much more solidly based on the record in this proceeding 

and is a much more reasonable approach to SRAC pricing than the APD’s MIF.  As discussed 

above, if the Commission does adopt the APD, it must change the weighting in the formula from 

50 MHR/50 AHR to 90 MHR/10 AHR. 

The Commission should not adopt the APD’s additional standard offer contract.  It is 

overpriced, unnecessary and illegal. 

Respectfully submitted,  

WILLIAM V. MANHEIM 
EDWARD V. KURZ 
MARY A. GANDESBERY 

By:  _____________/s/_________________
 EDWARD V. KURZ 

Law Department 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
Post Office Box 7442 
San Francisco, CA  94120 
Telephone:  (415) 973-6669 
Fax:  (415) 973-5520 

 E-mail:  EVK1@pge.com 

September 10, 2007 
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APPENDIX A 

Pursuant to Rule 14.3, PG&E provides the following proposed changes to the Proposed 

Decision’s Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law.  Strikeout text identifies deletions; 

underscored text identifies additions. 

Revisions to Findings of Fact:

17. The market price of energy at the NP/15/SP15 trading 
points does not reflect the costs associated with out-of-market 
transactions entered into by the CAISO for market power 
mitigation and local reliability purposes.

19. Through their role as scheduling coordinators, the utilities 
could influence the market clearing price at the NP15/SP15 trading 
points.

20. Until MRTU is operational, SRAC energy prices should 
reflect incorporate power prices as reported at the NP15 trading 
point for PG&E, and at the SP15 trading point for SCE and 
SDG&E

23. A Market Index Formula based on an average of forward 
NP15/SP15 market prices best bestand the existing Commission 
adopted heat rates reasonably reflects the utilities’ short-run 
avoided cost. 

26. There is no compelling reason not to adopt the same 
variable O&M adder for all three utilities.  

41. It is reasonable to allow new QFs under 25 MW that 
consume at least 25% of the power internally and sell 100% of the 
surplus to the utility to obtain an as-available standard contract.

42. It is inconsistent with Commission policy to CHP to allow 
new, small QFs to obtain standard contracts.

43. It is reasonable to state the 25 MW limitation as a annual 
GWh limitation of 164,250 MWh (25 MW X 8760 X 0.75).

New Findings of Fact:

Power prices reported at NP15 and SP15 are sufficiently robust 
and liquid to use in calculating the market heat rate. 
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Revisions to the Conclusions of Law:

8. A decision to revise the Transition Formula, by itself, does 
not demonstrate that prices under the Transition Formula violate 
PURPA.

14.  IOUs should modify their monthly SRAC energy prices using 
the MIF adopted in this order. IOUs should modify their posted 
as-available capacity prices consistent with this order.

18. Potential over-subscription due to new QF contracts that 
are not covered by the small QF contract option should be 
evaluated, first, through an IOU’s long-term procurement plan.   

19.  The prospective QF Program contract options should be 
extended to QFs with existing standard offer contracts, including 
those that are, or were, on contract extensions set forth in D.02-08-
071, D.03-12-062, D.04-01-050, and D.05-12-009.  The 
prospective QF Program contract options are available to QFs who 
have not operated under standard offer agreements only if the QFs’ 
net capacity does not exceed 20 MW.  QFs with a net capacity 
exceeding 20 MW shall participate in the IOUs’ solicitations or 
bilateral negotiations to obtain new agreements. 

New Conclusions of Law:

The Topock border point is now sufficiently robust to use a simple 
average of the California/Arizona (Topock) indices and a simple 
average of the Northern California indices at Malin, Oregon for 
purposes of calculating PG&E’s Modified Index Formula. 

TOU/TOD factors shall be separately stated for energy and 
capacity, and shall not be based on the TOD/TOU factors used in 
RFOs with “all in” pricing. 

The IOUs shall be required to pay for as-available capacity only if 
the utilities are permitted to count such capacity towards fulfilling 
their Resource Adequacy requirements. 

The prospective QF Program contract options shall terminate upon 
the effective date of a Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
order terminating the IOUs’ mandatory purchase obligations under 
PURPA for the size of facility specified in FERC’s order. 

It is reasonable to reduce the ancillary services value proposed by 
SDG&E to $10.15 kW-year. 
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Email:  jmh@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

BRIAN HANEY 
UTILITY SYSTEM EFFICIENCIES, INC. 
1000 BOURBON ST., 341 
NEW ORLEANS LA  70116       

FOR: UTILITY SYSTEM EFFICIENCIES, INC. 
Email:  brianhaney@useconsulting.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

PETER W. HANSCHEN ATTORNEY 
MORRISON & FOERSTER, LLP 
101 YGNACIO VALLEY ROAD, STE 450 
WALNUT CREEK CA  94596       

Email:  phanschen@mofo.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

Mikhail Haramati 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH 
505 VAN NESS AVE AREA 4-A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

Email:  mkh@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

MARK HARRER 
56 ST. TIMOTHY CT. 
DANVILLE CA  94526       

Email:  mhharrer@sbcglobal.net 
Status:  INFORMATION 

ARTHUR L. HAUBENSTOCK 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
PO BOX 7442 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94120       

Email:  alhj@pge.com 
Status:  PARTY 

TIM HEMIG 
NRG ENERGY, INC. 
1819 ASTON AVE, STE 105 
CARLSBAD CA  92008       

FOR: REGIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL BUSINESS NRG 
ENERGY

Email:  tim.hemig@nrgenergy.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 
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PHILIP HERRINGTON REGIONAL VP, BUSINESS 
MANAGEMENT 
EDISON MISSION ENERGY 
18101 VON KARMAN AVE, STE 1700 
IRVINE CA  92612-1046    

Email:  pherrington@edisonmission.com 
Status:  INFORMATION  

CHRISTOPHER HILEN ASSISTANT GENERAL COUNSEL 
SIERRA PACIFIC POWER COMPANY 
6100 NEIL ROAD 
RENO NV  89511

Email:  chilen@sppc.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

Donna J. Hines 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4102 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

Email:  djh@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

SAM HITZ 
CALIFORNIA CLIMATE ACTION REGISTRY 
515 S. FLOWER ST, STE 1640 
LOS ANGELES CA  90071       

Email:  sam@climateregistry.org 
Status:  INFORMATION 

ANDREW HOERNER 
REDEFINING PROGRESS 
1904 FRANKLIN ST, 6TH FLR 
OAKLAND CA  94612       

Email:  hoerner@redefiningprogress.org 
Status:  PARTY 

PATRICK HOLLEY 
COVANTA ENERGY CORPORATION 
2829 CHILDRESS DR. 
ANDERSON CA  96007-3563       

FOR: COVANTA ENERGY CORP 
Email:  pholley@covantaenergy.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

Charlyn A. Hook 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
LEGAL DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4107 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

Email:  chh@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

DAVID HOWARTH 
MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC. 
1814 FRANKLIN ST, STE 720 
OAKLAND CA  94612       

Email:  mrw@mrwassoc.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

DAVID L. HUARD ATTORNEY 
MANATT, PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP 
11355 WEST OLYMPIC BLVD 
LOS ANGELES CA  90064       

Email:  dhuard@manatt.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

MARK R. HUFFMAN ATTORNEY 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105       

FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
Email:  mrh2@pge.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

ERIC J. ISKEN ATTORNEY 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE 
ROSEMEAD CA  91770

Email:  j.eric.isken@sce.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

TOM JARMAN 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST, MAIL CODE B9A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105-1814       

Email:  taj8@pge.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

MICHAEL JASKE 
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
1516 9TH ST, MS-500 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814       

Email:  mjaske@energy.state.ca.us 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

MARC D. JOSEPH ATTORNEY 
ADAMS, BROADWELL, JOSEPH & CARDOZO 
601 GATEWAY BLVD., STE. 1000 
SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO CA  94080       

FOR: ADAMS BROADWELL JOSEPH & CARDOZO 
Email:  mdjoseph@adamsbroadwell.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 
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EVELYN KAHL ATTORNEY 
ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP 
120 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 2200 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94104    

FOR: Chevron Texaco 
Email:  ek@a-klaw.com 
Status:  PARTY  

JOSEPH M. KARP ATTORNEY 
WINSTON & STRAWN LLP 
101 CALIFORNIA ST 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111-5802       

FOR: California Cogeneration Council & California Wind 
Energy Association 

Email:  jkarp@winston.com 
Status:  PARTY 

CURTIS KEBLER 
GOLDMAN, SACHS & CO. 
2121 AVE OF THE STARS 
LOS ANGELES CA  90067       

FOR: GOLDMAN, SACHS & CO. 
Email:  curtis.kebler@gs.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

RANDALL W. KEEN 
MANATT, PHLEPS & PHILLIPS, LLP 
11355 WEST OLYMPICS BLVD. 
LOS ANGELES CA  90064       

Email:  pucservice@manatt.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

STEVEN KELLY POLICY DIRECTOR 
INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS ASSN 
1215 K ST, STE 900 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814       

Email:  steven@iepa.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

DOUGLAS K. KERNER ATTORNEY 
ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP 
2015 H ST 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814       

FOR: Independent Energy Producers Association 
Email:  dkk@eslawfirm.com 
Status:  PARTY 

Sepideh Khosrowjah 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4101 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

Email:  skh@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

CHRIS KING 
CALIFORNIA CONSUMER EMPOWERMENT 
ONE TWIN DOLPHIN DRIVE 
REDWOOD CITY CA  94065       

Email:  chris@emeter.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

DANIEL A. KING ATTORNEY 
SEMPRA ENERGY RESOURCES 
101 ASH ST 
SAN DIEGO CA  92101       

FOR: Sempra GLobal 
Email:  daking@sempra.com 
Status:  PARTY 

Robert Kinosian 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
EXECUTIVE DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5202 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

Email:  gig@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

JOSEPH KLOBERDANZ 
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY 
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT 
SAN DIEGO CA  92123       

Email:  jkloberdanz@semprautilities.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

MARC KOLB 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST, B918 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105       

Email:  mekd@pge.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

LAWRENCE KOSTRZEWA REGIONAL VP, 
DEVELOPMENT 
EDISON MISSION ENERGY 
18101 VON KARMAN AVE., STE 1700 
IRVINE CA  92612-1046       

Email:  lkostrzewa@edisonmission.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

AVIS KOWALEWSKI DIRECTOR OF REGULATORY 
AFFAIRS
CALPINE CORPORATION 
3875 HOPYARD ROAD, STE 345 
PLEASANTON CA  94588       

Email:  kowalewskia@calpine.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 
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EDWARD V. KURZ ATTORNEY 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105    

FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric (Replacing David Fleisi who 
is currently on the service list 

Email:  evk1@pge.com 
Status:  PARTY  

IRYNA KWASNY 
DEPT. OF WATER RESOURCES-CERS DIVISION 
3310 EL CAMINO AVE., STE.120 
SACRAMENTO CA  95821       

Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

Peter Lai 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH 
320 WEST 4TH ST STE 500 
LOS ANGELES CA  90013       

Email:  ppl@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

ERIC LARSEN ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENTIST 
RCM INTERNATIONAL, L.L.C. 
PO BOX 4716 
BERKELEY CA  94704       

FOR: RCM Biothane 
Email:  elarsen@rcmdigesters.com 
Status:  PARTY 

RICHARD LAUCKHART 
HENWOOD ENERGY SERVICES, INC. 
2379 GATEWAY OAKS DRIVE, STE 200 
SACRAMENTO CA  95833       

FOR: HENWOOD ENERGY SERVICES, INC. 
Email:  rlauckhart@henwoodenergy.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

Cleveland Lee 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
LEGAL DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5122 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

FOR: DRA 
Email:  cwl@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  PARTY 

STEVEN A. LEFTON VP POWER PLANT PROJECTS 
APTECH ENGINEERING SERVICES INC. 
PO BOX 3440 
SUNNYVALE CA  94089-3440       

FOR: APTECH ENGINEERING SERVICES INC. 
Email:  slefton@aptecheng.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

MAUREEN LENNON 
CALIFORNIA COGENERATION COUNCIL 
595 EAST COLORADO BLVD., STE 623 
PASADENA CA  91101       

FOR: California Cogeneration Council 
Email:  maureen@lennonassociates.com 
Status:  PARTY 

JOHN W. LESLIE ATTORNEY 
LUCE, FORWARD, HAMILTON & SCRIPPS, LLP 
11988 EL CAMINO REAL, STE 200 
SAN DIEGO CA  92130       

FOR: LUCE, FORWARD, HAMILTON & SCRIPPS, LLP 
Email:  jleslie@luce.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

DONALD C. LIDDELL, P.C. 
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL 
2928 2ND AVE 
SAN DIEGO CA  92103       

Email:  liddell@energyattorney.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

JANICE LIN MANAGING PARTNER 
STRATEGEN CONSULTING LLC 
146 VICENTE ROAD 
BERKELEY CA  94705       

Email:  janice@strategenconsulting.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

KAREN LINDH 
LINDH & ASSOCIATES 
7909 WALERGA ROAD,  NO. 112, PMB 119 
ANTELOPE CA  95843       

Email:  karen@klindh.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

Steve Linsey 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
CONSUMER ISSUES ANALYSIS BRANCH 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 2013 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

FOR: ORA 
Email:  car@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

GRACE LIVINGSTON-NUNLEY ASSISTANT PROJECT 
MANAGER
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
PO BOX 770000 MAIL CODE B9A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94177       

Email:  gxl2@pge.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 
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BARRY LOVELL 
BERRY PETROLEUM COMPANY 
5201 TRUXTUN AVE., STE 300 
BAKERSFIED CA  93309    

FOR: BERRY PETROLEUM COMPANY 
Email:  bjl@bry.com 
Status:  INFORMATION  

ED LUCHA 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST, MAIL CODE B9A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105       

Email:  ell5@pge.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

ALEXANDRE B. MAKLER 
CALPINE CORPORATION 
3875 HOPYARD ROAD, STE 345 
PLEASANTON CA  94588       

FOR: CALPINE CORPORATION 
Email:  alexm@calpine.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

CHUCK MANZUK 
SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
CP32D 
8330 CENTURY PARK CT 
SAN DIEGO CA  92123       

Email:  cmanzuk@semprautilities.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

WILLIAM B. MARCUS 
JBS ENERGY, INC. 
311 D ST, STE A 
WEST SACRAMENTO CA  95608       

FOR: TURN 
Email:  bill@jbsenergy.com. 
Status:  PARTY 

CHRISTOPHER J. MAYER 
MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
PO BOX 4060 
MODESTO CA  95352-4060       

FOR: MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
Email:  chrism@mid.org 
Status:  INFORMATION 

JIM MCARTHUR PLANT MANAGER 
ELK HILLS POWER, LLC 
PO BOX 460 
4026 SKYLINE ROAD 
TUPMAN CA  93276       

Email:  jmcarthur@elkhills.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

RICHARD MCCANN 
M.CUBED
2655 PORTAGE BAY ROAD, STE 3 
DAVIS CA  95616

Email:  rmccann@umich.edu 
Status:  INFORMATION 

Wade McCartney 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
DIVISION OF STRATEGIC PLANNING 
770 L ST, STE 1050 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814       

Email:  wsm@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

LIZBETH MCDANNEL 
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE., QUAD 4D 
ROSEMEAD CA  91770

Email:  lizbeth.mcdannel@sce.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

PATRICK MCDONNELL 
AGLAND ENERGY SERVICES, INC. 
2000 NICASIO VALLEY RD. 
NICASIO CA  94946       

FOR: Agland Energy Services 
Email:  pcmcdonnell@earthlink.net 
Status:  PARTY 

DOUGLAS MCFARLAN VP, PUBLIC AFFAIRS 
MIDWEST GENERATION EME 
440 SOUTH LASALLE ST., STE 3500 
CHICAGO IL  60605       

Email:  dmcfarlan@mwgen.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

TANDY MCMANNES 
SOLAR THERMAL ELECTRIC ALLIANCE 
101 OCEAN BLUFFS BLVD.APT.504 
JUPITER FL  33477-7362       

Status:  INFORMATION 

BRADLEY MEISTER 
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
1516 9TH ST, MS-26 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814       

FOR: California Energy Commission 
Email:  bmeister@energy.state.ca.us 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 
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KEITH W. MELVILLE ATTORNEY 
SEMPRA ENERGY 
101 ASH ST 
SAN DIEGO CA  92101    

Email:  kmelville@sempra.com 
Status:  INFORMATION  

CHARLES R. MIDDLEKAUFF ATTORNEY 
PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY 
PO BOX 7442 B30A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94120       

Email:  CRMd@pge.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

MARY ANN MILLER ELECTRICITY ANALYSIS OFFICE 
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
1516 9TH ST, MS 20 
SACRAMENTO CA  96814-5512       

FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
Email:  mmiller@energy.state.ca.us 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

WILLIAM A. MONSEN 
MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC. 
1814 FRANKLIN ST, STE 720 
OAKLAND CA  94612       

Email:  mrw@mrwassoc.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

GREGG MORRIS 
GREEN POWER INSTITUTE 
2039 SHATTUCK AVE., STE 402 
BERKELEY CA  94704       

Email:  gmorris@emf.net 
Status:  PARTY 

DAVID MORSE 
1411 W, COVELL BLVD., STE 106-292 
DAVIS CA  95616-5934       

Email:  demorse@omsoft.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

SARA STECK MYERS ATTORNEY 
LAW OFFICES OF SARA STECK MYERS 
122  - 28TH AVE 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94121       

FOR: Center for Energy Efficiency and Renewable 
Technologies (CEERT) 

Email:  ssmyers@att.net 
Status:  PARTY 

CRYSTAL NEEDHAM SENIOR DIRECTOR, COUNSEL 
EDISON MISSION ENERGY 
18101 VON KARMAN AVE., STE 1700 
IRVINE DC  92612-1046       

Email:  cneedham@edisonmission.com 
Status:  PARTY 

ALAN NOGEE 
UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS 
2 BRATTLE SQUARE 
CAMBRIDGE MA  2238

Email:  anogee@ucsusa.org 
Status:  PARTY 

RICK NOGER 
PRAXAIR PLAINFIELD, INC. 
SUITE 118 
2678 BISHOP DRIVE 
SAN RAMON CA  94583       

FOR: PRAXAIR PLAINFIELD, INC. 
Email:  rick_noger@praxair.com 
Status:  PARTY 

Noel Obiora 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
LEGAL DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4107 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

Email:  nao@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  INFORMATION 

KARLEEN O'CONNOR 
WINSTON & STRAWN LLP 
101 CALIFORNIA ST 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111       

Email:  koconnor@winston.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

TIMOTHY R. ODIL 
MCKENNA LONG & ALDRIDGE LLP 
1875 LAWRENCE ST, STE 200 
DENVER CO  80202

FOR: Center for Energy and Economic Development 
Email:  todil@mckennalong.com 
Status:  PARTY 

Jerry Oh 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
WATER BRANCH 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 3200 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

Email:  joh@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 
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REN ORENS 
ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ECONOMICS 
353 SACRAMENTO ST., STE 1700 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111    

Email:  ren@ethree.com 
Status:  INFORMATION  

DESPINA PAPAPOSTOLOU 
SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT-CP32H 
SAN DIEGO CA  92123-1530       

Email:  dpapapostolou@semprautilities.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

BERJ K. PARSEGHIAN ATTORNEY 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE 
ROSEMEAD CA  91770

FOR: Southern California Edison Company 
Email:  berj.parseghian@sce.com 
Status:  PARTY 

Karen P. Paull 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
LEGAL DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4300 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

Email:  kpp@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  PARTY 

Marion Peleo 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
LEGAL DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4107 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

FOR: ORA 
Email:  map@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  PARTY 

JANIS C. PEPPER 
CLEAN POWER MARKETS, INC. 
PO BOX 3206 
LOS ALTOS CA  94024       

FOR: CLEAN POWER MARKETS, INC. 
Email:  pepper@cleanpowermarkets.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

WILLIAM E. POWERS 
POWERS ENGINEERING 
4452 PARK BLVD., STE. 209 
SAN DIEGO CA  92116       

FOR: POWERS ENGINEERING 
Email:  bpowers@powersengineering.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

SNULLER PRICE 
ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ECONOMICS 
101 MONTGOMERY, STE 1600 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94104       

Email:  snuller@ethree.com 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

RASHA PRINCE 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY 
555 WEST 5TH ST, GT14D6 
LOS ANGELES CA  90013       

Email:  rprince@semprautilities.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

Terrie D. Prosper 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
EXECUTIVE DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5301 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

Email:  tdp@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

ALAN PURVES 
CALIFORNIA LANDFILL GAS COALITION 
5717 BRISA ST 
LIVERMORE CA  94550       

FOR: California Landfill Gas Coalition 
Email:  purves@grsllc.net 
Status:  PARTY 

NANCY RADER 
CALIFORNIA WIND ENERGY ASSOCIATION 
2560 NINTH ST, STE 213A 
BERKELEY CA  94710       

FOR: California Wind Energy Association 
Email:  nrader@calwea.org 
Status:  PARTY 

W. PHILLIP REESE 
CALIFORNIA BIOMASS ENERGY ALLIANCE, LLC 
PO BOX 8 
SOMIS CA  93066

FOR: CBEA 
Email:  phil@reesechambers.com 
Status:  PARTY 

EDWARD C. REMEDIOS 
33 TOLEDO WAY 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94123-2108       

Email:  ecrem@ix.netcom.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 
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DAVID REYNOLDS MEMBER SERVICES MANAGER 
NORTHERN CALIFORNIA POWER AGENCY 
180 CIRBY WAY 
ROSEVILLE CA  95678-6420    

FOR: ASPEN SYSTEMS CORP 
Email:  davidreynolds@ncpa.com 
Status:  INFORMATION  

Thomas Roberts 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4205 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

Email:  tcr@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

GRANT A. ROSENBLUM ATTORNEY 
CALIFORNIA INDEPENDENT SYSTEM OPERATOR 
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD 
FOLSOM CA  95630       

FOR: California Independent System Operator 
Email:  grosenblum@caiso.com 
Status:  PARTY 

JAMES ROSS 
RCS INC. 
500 CHESTERFIELD CENTER, STE 320 
CHESTERFIELD MO  63017       

FOR: Midway Sunset Cogeneration 
Email:  jimross@r-c-s-inc.com 
Status:  PARTY 

KATHERINE RYZHAYA 
PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY 
MAIL CODE B9A 
PO BOX 770000 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94177       

FOR: PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY 
Email:  karp@pge.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

ROBERT SARVEY 
501 W. GRANTLINE RD 
TRACY CA  95376       

FOR: CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY, INC.
Email:  sarveybob@aol.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

DAVID SAUL COO 
SOLEL, INC. 
701 NORTH GREEN VALLEY PKY, STE 200 
HENDERSON NV  89074       

FOR: SOLEL, INC. 
Email:  david.saul@solel.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

J.A. SAVAGE 
CALIFORNIA ENERGY CIRCUIT 
3006 SHEFFIELD AVE. 
OAKLAND CA  94602       

Email:  editorial@californiaenergycircuit.net 
Status:  INFORMATION 

JANINE L. SCANCARELLI ATTORNEY 
FOLGER, LEVIN & KAHN, LLP 
275 BATTERY ST, 23RD FLR 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94111       

FOR: NATIONAL GRID USA 
Email:  jscancarelli@flk.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

REED V. SCHMIDT 
BARTLE WELLS ASSOCIATES 
1889 ALCATRAZ AVE 
BERKELEY CA  94703-2714       

Email:  rschmidt@bartlewells.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

DONALD SCHOENBECK 
RCS, INC. 
900 WASHINGTON ST, STE 780 
VANCOUVER WA  98660       

Email:  dws@r-c-s-inc.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

Don Schultz 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH 
770 L ST, STE 1050 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814       

Email:  dks@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

PAUL M. SEBY 
MCKENNA LONG & ALDRIDGE LLP 
1875 LAWRENCE ST, STE 200 
DENVER CO  80202

FOR: Center for Energy and Ecoomic Development 
Email:  pseby@mckennalong.com 
Status:  PARTY 

ROBERT SHAPIRO 
CHADBOURNE & PARKE LLP 
1200 NEW HAMPSHIRE AVE. NW 
WASHINGTON DC  20036       

Email:  rshapiro@chadbourne.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 
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NORA SHERIFF ATTORNEY 
ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP 
120 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 2200 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94104    

Email:  nes@a-klaw.com 
Status:  INFORMATION  

WILLIAM P. SHORT 
RIDGEWOOD POWER MANAGEMENT, LLC 
947 LINWOOD AVE 
RIDGEWOOD NJ  7450       

FOR: RIDGEWOOD POWER MANAGEMENT, LLC 
Email:  bshort@ridgewoodpower.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

TOM SKUPNJAK 
CPG ENERGY 
5211 BIRCH GLEN 
RICHMOND TX  77469       

FOR: Juniper Generation 
Email:  toms@i-cpg.com 
Status:  PARTY 

SHAWN SMALLWOOD, PH.D. 
3108 FINCH ST. 
DAVIS CA  95616-0176       

Email:  puma@davis.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

MARK J. SMITH 
FPL ENERGY 
3195 DANVILLE BLVD, STE 201 
ALAMO CA  94507       

Email:  mark_j_smith@fpl.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

CAROL A. SMOOTS 
PERKINS COIE LLP 
607 FOURTEENTH ST, NW, STE 800 
WASHINGTON DC  20005       

FOR: THELEN REID & PRIEST LLP 
Email:  csmoots@perkinscoie.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

ANAN H. SOKKER LEGAL ASSISTANT 
CHADBOURNE & PARKE LLP 
1200 NEW HAMPSHIRE AVE. NW 
WASHINGTON DC  20036       

Status:  INFORMATION 

Merideth Sterkel 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ENERGY DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE AREA 4-A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

Email:  mts@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

IRENE M. STILLINGS EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
CALIFORNIA CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY 
8690 BALBOA AVE., STE. 100 
SAN DIEGO CA  92123       

Email:  irene.stillings@energycenter.org 
Status:  INFORMATION 

Robert L. Strauss 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ENERGY DIVISION 
505 VAN NESS AVE AREA 4-A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

Email:  rls@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

KAREN TERRANOVA 
ALCANTAR  & KAHL, LLP 
120 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 2200 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94104       

FOR: COALINGA COGENERATION CO. 
Email:  filings@a-klaw.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

BRIAN THEAKER 
WILLIAMS POWER COMPANY 
3161 KEN DEREK LANE 
PLACERVILLE CA  95667       

Email:  brian.theaker@williams.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

EDWARD J TIEDEMANN 
KRONICK MOSKOVITZ TIEDEMANN AND GIRARD 
27TH FLOOR 
400 CAPITOL MALL 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814       

Email:  etiedemann@kmtg.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

ANN L. TROWBRIDGE ATTORNEY 
DAY CARTER MURPHY LLC 
3620 AMERICAN RIVER DRIVE, STE 205 
SACRAMENTO CA  95864       

FOR: California Clean DG Coalition 
Email:  atrowbridge@daycartermurphy.com 
Status:  PARTY 
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ANDREW J. VAN HORN 
VAN HORN CONSULTING 
12 LIND COURT 
ORINDA CA  94563    

Email:  andy.vanhorn@vhcenergy.com 
Status:  INFORMATION  

BETH VAUGHAN 
CALIFORNIA COGENERATION COUNCIL 
4391 N. MARSH ELDER COURT 
CONCORD CA  94521       

Email:  beth@beth411.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

DEVRA WANG 
NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL 
111 SUTTER ST, 20TH FLR 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94104       

FOR: Natural Resources Defense Council 
Email:  dwang@nrdc.org 
Status:  PARTY 

JOY A. WARREN ATTORNEY 
MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
1231 11TH ST 
MODESTO CA  95354       

FOR: Modesto Irrigation District 
Email:  joyw@mid.org 
Status:  PARTY 

TORY S. WEBER 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 
2131 WALNUT GROVE AVE 
ROSEMEAD CA  91770

Email:  tory.weber@sce.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

WILLIAM W. WESTERFIELD III ATTORNEY 
ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS LLP 
2015 H ST 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814       

Email:  www@eslawfirm.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

RON WETHERALL ELECTRICITY ANALYSIS OFFICE 
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
1516 9TH ST MS 20 
SACRAMENTO CA  96814-5512       

Email:  rwethera@energy.state.ca.us 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

JOSEPH B. WILLIAMS 
MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERGY LLP 
600 THIRTEENTH ST, NW 
WASHINGTON DC  20005-3096       

FOR: Morgan Stanley Capital Group Inc. 
Email:  jbwilliams@mwe.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

VALERIE J. WINN 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
PO BOX 770000, B9A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94177-0001       

FOR: PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY 
Email:  vjw3@pge.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

SHIRLEY WOO ATTORNEY 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST, B30A 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94105       

FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
Email:  saw0@pge.com 
Status:  PARTY 

DON WOOD 
PACIFIC ENERGY POLICY CENTER 
4539 LEE AVE 
LA MESA CA  91941

Email:  dwood8@cox.net 
Status:  INFORMATION 

VIKKI WOOD 
SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 
6301 S ST, MS A204 
SACRAMENTO CA  95817-1899       

Email:  vwood@smud.org 
Status:  INFORMATION 

JAMES WOODRUFF ATTORNEY 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE 
ROSEMEAD CA  91770

FOR: Southern California Edison Company 
Email:  woodrujb@sce.com 
Status:  PARTY 

KEVIN WOODRUFF 
WOODRUFF EXPERT SERVICES, INC. 
1100 K ST, STE 204 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814       

FOR: WOODRUFF EXPERT SERVICES 
Email:  kdw@woodruff-expert-services.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 
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JOY C. YAMAGATA 
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC/SOCALGAS 
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT 
SAN DIEGO CA  91910    

Email:  jyamagata@semprautilities.com 
Status:  INFORMATION  

Amy C. Yip-Kikugawa 
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES 
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5135 
SAN FRANCISCO CA  94102-3214       

Email:  ayk@cpuc.ca.gov 
Status:  STATE-SERVICE 

MICHAEL A. YUFFEE 
MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP 
600 THIRTEENTH ST, NW 
WASHINGTON DC  20005-3096       

FOR: Morgan Stanley Capital Group Inc. 
Email:  myuffee@mwe.com 
Status:  INFORMATION 

CARLO ZORZOLI 
ENEL NORTH AMERICA, INC. 
1 TECH DRIVE, STE 220 
ANDOVER MA  1810

FOR: ENEL NORTH AMERICA, INC. 
Email:  carlo.zorzoli@enel.it 
Status:  INFORMATION 


